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Abstract

A combined finite element method (FEM) and method of moments
(MoM) technique is presented to analyze the radiation characteristics
of a cavity-fed aperture in three dimensions. Generalized feed model-
ing has been done using the modal expansion of fields in the feed struc-
ture. Numerical results for some feeding structures such as a
rectangular waveguide, circular waveguide, and coaxial line are pre-
sented. The method also uses the geometrical theory of diffraction
(GTD) to predict the effect of a finite ground plane on radiation char-
acteristics. Input admittance calculations for open radiating structures
such as a rectangular waveguide, a circular waveguide, and a coaxial
line are presented. Numerical data for a coaxial-fed cavity with finite
ground plane are verified with experimental data.

1. Introduction

Cavity-backed aperture antennas are very popular in aerospace applications because of their confor-
mal nature. The cavities can also have various types of microstrip antennas residing in them. Hybrid
techniques have recently become attractive for the numerical analysis of these types of problems. The
combined finite element method and method of moments (FEM and MoM) techniques, in particular,
have been used to analyze various cavity-backed antenna systems (ref. 1).

The FEM has a relatively simple formulation and is attractive for complex penetrable structures.
Also, it results in sparse, banded matrices that can be effectively stored and solved. However, the FEM
when used alone does not incorporate the Sommerfield radiation condition and hence requires discreti-
zation to extend far from the source region so that the radiation condition can be imposed. Recent
efforts have concentrated on the use of absorbing boundary conditions to reduce the discretization
region (ref. 2). Unfortunately, the accuracy of these approximate boundary conditions depends on spe-
cific problem geometry, leading to results of unpredictable accuracy.

The method of moments (MoM), on the other hand, incorporates the Sommerfield radiation condi-
tion through the use of the appropriate Green’s function. As a result, the domain discretization can be
kept to a minimum. However, this method has the disadvantage of being difficult to implement for com-
plex penetrable structures. This method also results in full matrices whose treatment requires excessive
storage, limiting its application to small-scale devices.

To eliminate the disadvantages of both methods, several authors have proposed a combined
approach (refs. 3 and 4) for radiation and scattering problems. For a comprehensive list of references on
hybrid FEM/MoM techniques, see reference 5, chapter 9.

The modeling of the coaxial feed in reference 1 is accomplished by replacing the feed probe by a
constant filament of current with a delta-gap generator. The feed modeling in reference 1 is expected to
give good results for shallow cavities, but deep cavities require rigorous feed modeling. In this paper a
combined FEM/MoM approach is used to predict characteristics of cavity-backed antennas (fig. 1).
Various feed lines such as a rectangular waveguide, a circular waveguide, and a coaxial line are consid-
ered. Using the modal expansions of fields in the feed, the input admittance of cavity-backed antennas is
calculated accurately.

In most antenna-pattern measurements, the infinite ground plane is simulated by a relatively large
finite ground plane. Although this simulation does not appreciably affect the input admittance measure-
ments, diffractions from the edges of the ground plane maodify the radiation pattern considerably. In the
past, the geometrical theory of diffraction (GTD) was successfully applied to predict the changes in the
radiation pattern of the aperture antennas caused by a finite ground plane (ref. 6). The technique



described in reference 6 predicts the changes in the radiation patterns of cavity-backed aperture anten-
nas with finite ground planes.

The body of this paper is organized in the following manner. Section 2 presents the theory for cav-
ity-backed apertures in infinite ground planes. Section 3 compares the numerical results calculated
using the present analysis with the available results in the literature. The input admittance calculations
for an open rectangular waveguide, a circular waveguide, and a coaxial line are presented and compared
with the results available in the literature. To verify the validity of the GTD technique used in combina-
tion with the FEM/MoM technique, the radiation patterns of a coaxial cavity with finite ground plane
are calculated and compared with experimental results measured at the Langley Low-Frequency
Antenna Test Facility. Numerical data for input return loss of such a coaxial cavity are also computed
and compared with experimental data. Section 4 presents concluding remarks. For completeness, an
appendix includes expressions for modal expansions of electric fields of input-feed-line structures.

Symbols
A FEM/MoM matrix

qu, qu amplitude of modal vectors in feed

ab length and width of rectangular waveguide, respectively
am reflection coefficients for TEM/TE modes

b excitation matrix

bm reflection coefficients for TM modes

Dy, Dy, diffraction coefficients

ds surface integral

dv volume integral

E time-harmonic electric field

Einc incident electric field

Einp electric field coming from transmission line input
e unknown coefficient matrix

[ unknown coefficients as defined in equation (8)
€inc modal vector function for incident electric field in feed structure
e;E TEM/TE modes in feed line

e;M TM modes in feed line

F electric vector potential

H time-harmonic magnetic field

Hap magnetic field at aperture

Hd total diffracted magnetic field

Hi diffracted magnetic field from poir

Hg diffracted magnetic field from poirg

HdC diffracted magnetic field from poir@
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Hp diffracted magnetic field from poiri

Hg far field of magnetic field

Htff total magnetic far field after adding diffracted field

Hinp magnetic field at input surface

Hegt magnetic far fieldg-component

Hit magnetic far fieldgp-component

Hg‘ A diffracted magnetic field from poiit, 8-component

Hi A diffracted magnetic field from poim, ¢-component

Hg’ B diffracted magnetic field from poir8, 8-component

Hi B diffracted magnetic field from poifg, ¢-component

J1 () Bessel function of first kind (first order)

Jn () Bessel function of first kinchth order)

J.0) derivative ofJ,, () with respect to its argument

j =J-1

Ko free-space wave numbez%r

Ko cutoff wave number for TM modes in circular waveguide

kg) cutoff wave number for TE modes in circular waveguide

L distance between radiating aperturez(inO plane) and feed-line input surface
(inz=-L plane)

L length of edge of tetrahedral element

M magnetic current

n wedge factor

f unit normal

P, q mode indices for feed

r position vector from origin to field point

r' position vector from origin to source point

re radius of circular waveguide

ryro inner and outer radius of coaxial line, respectively

r,o,o spherical coordinates

S surface area

Sip surface area of aperture (fig. 1)

Snp surface area of input plane (fig. 1)

T vector testing function for volume elements

Ts vector testing function for surface elements
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TE

TE1o
TEyy
TEM

transverse electric

dominant mode in rectangular waveguide
dominant mode in circular waveguide
transverse electric and magnetic

transverse mag netic

volume
vector basis functions for tetrahedral elemems], 2, ..., 6
vector basis functions for tetrahedral elemgntsl, 2, ..., 6

length and width of finite ground plane, respectively (fig. 1)
rectangular coordinate axes (fig. 1)

unit vector along&-, Y-, andZ-axis, respectively (fig. 1)

input admittance of feed line

characteristic admittance of feed transmission line
simplex coordinates associated with nogleandn in tetrahedral element
angle between edge of diffraction and ray of incidence on edge
reflection coefficient as defined in equation (27)
propagation constant of incident field in feed

propagation constant of feed line

Neumann’s number

relative permittivity

intrinsic impedance of free space

unit vector along@-direction

free-space wavelength

free-space permeability

relative permeability

angle between ground plane and diffracted ray from goint
angle between ground plane and diffracted ray from @int
distance between center of aperture and diffraction point
distance between center of aperture and diffraction Boint
distance between center of aperture and diffraction @bint
distance between center of aperture and diffraction [Eint
cylindrical coordinates

unit vector along-, @-, andz-direction, respectively

unit vector alongp-direction

pth zero(p =1, 2, 3...) of), ()



Xpg pth zero(p=1, 2,3...)of ()
Yo angle between aperture (source) and point of diffraction
w angular frequency
integration over a tetrahedral element
O del operator
2. Theory

Figure 1 shows the geometry of the problem to be analyzed. For a linear, isotropic, and source-free
region the electric field satisfies the vector wave equation:

DxaTleEB-kﬁer =0 (1)
r

wherep, ande, are the relative permeability and relative permittivity of the medium in the cavity. The
current formulation can be easily modified to incorporate anisotropic materials by using proper tensor
quantities for, ande, (ref. 7). The time variation expoft) is assumed and suppressed throughout this

paper.

To facilitate the suitable solution of the partial differential equation in equation (1) with the FEM,
equation (1) is multiplied by a vector testing functigrand the result is integrated over the volume of
the cavity. By applying suitable vector identities, we can write equation (1) in its weak form (ref. 8) as

S0 A Er0v= e [T B = [l e ®

Applying the divergence theorem to the integral on the right-hand side of equation (2) and using
Maxwell’s equatiori] x E = —jwp i H, wherep, is the permeability of free space ands the angular
frequency, we can write equation (2) as

L/Uuim xT) 00 x E)dv— Kﬁser BV = [T ) cHos ®)

wherefi is the outward unit normal to the surfacetdinslthe magnetic field at the surface. Because the
tangential electric field is zero on the perfect-electric-conducting (PEC) walls of the cavity, the surface
integral in equation (3) is nonzero only over the aperture opening in the infinite ground plane and the
input aperture. Hence, we can write equation (3) as

Iﬂui(m X T) 0 x E)dv—k(z)er'JIT [Edv— joopog' (T %) [H, s
ap

= joouolj’ (T x A1) H;,ds 4

np

whereS,y is the aperture surface afig, is the input surface (see fig. By, is the magnetic field at the
aperture, antt;, is the magnetic field at the input surface.

At this point, the problem can be divided into three parts, the first part involving the discretization
and evaluation of volume integrals on the left-hand side of equation (4) and the second part involving
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the discretization and evaluation of the surface integral 8ygrThe third part involves the surface
integral over the input aperture. These three parts are given explicitly as

l, = [[[Z(0xT) Q0 xE)dv—Ke, [[[T Edv 5)
iiFs i
lap = —jwuoy (T xA) EHapds (6)
ap
Iinp = jwpovgf (T xh) EHinpds @
np

2.1. FEM Formulation

To discretize the volume integrals in equation (5), the volume of the cavity is subdivided into small-
volume tetrahedral elements. The electric field is expressed in terms of the edge vector basis functions
(ref. 5), which enforce the divergenceless condition of the electric field implicitly:

6
E = EGiWi (8)
i=1

whereeg, are the unknown coefficients associated with each edge of the tetrahedral element and
wherem andn are the nodes connected to form eddeis the length of theéh edge, and,, anda,, are
the simplex coordinates associated with nadesidn (ref. 8).

The testing functio is taken to be the same set of basis functions as that given in equation (8);
that is,

T=w, (j=12...6) (10)

Substituting equations (8) and (10) into equation (5) and integrating over the volume of each ele-
ment yields

6
ley = uirizlj’l’.f(m xW;) OO ><WJ-)eidv—kgslr.[[J’(Wi DNj)eidv (j=21,2..,6) (11)

where A indicates the integration over the volume of a tetrahedral elememf aegresents the inte-
grall,, over a single element volume.

The evaluation of these integrals over a tetrahedral element is given in reference 9. These element
matrices are assembled over all the elements in the cavity volume to form a symmetric, sparse matrix of
FEM.

2.2. MoM Formulation

The discretization of cavity volume into tetrahedral elements automatically results in the discretiza-
tion of the aperture into triangular elements atzhve 0 plane. In accordance with the equivalence
principle (ref. 10), the fields in the two regions can be decoupled by closing the aperture with a perfect
electric conductor and introducing the equivalent magnetic current

M =E xz (z=0) (12)
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over the extent of the aperture. Hence, from equation (8), the magnetic current over a triangular element
can be expressed in terms of the unknown coefficients associated with the tetrahedral elements as

3

M = iZlei (W; x z)|Z: . (13)

Similarly the testing functions can be modified as
Tg=Txz =W;xz (j=123 (14

The magnetic field caused by the magnetic current given in equation (13) above the infinite ground
plane is given by
_ 1
TR

(OxOxF) (15)

where the electric vector potenta(making use of the image theory) is given by

_1 o exp(=jkglr =r)
F_—Z-'I—T M(X,Y) |r—r'|

ap

dx' dy’ (16)

wherer is the field point and’ is the source point.

Using the appropriate vector identities, we can rewrite the equation for the radiated magnetic field
in equation (15) as (ref. 10)
1

_ 2
Hap = o [koF + 0(0 IF)] (17)

Substituting equation (17) into equation (6) and using standard surface vector calculus formulas
(ref. 11) yields

| = —K2[[ T<CFds+ ([ (O OT)(0 [F)ds (18)

ap

The integrals in the above equation are evaluated over all the triangles on the aperture surface fol-
lowing the procedure outlined in Rao et al. (ref. 11). When calculating the mutual term over the trian-
gles, a 13-point Gaussian quadrature formula developed for triangles (ref. 12) is used. Closed-form
expressions given by Wilton et al. (ref. 13) are used to evaluate the self term of these integrals. The
dense matrix thus formed is assembled over all the triangles and combined with the FEM matrix using a
global numbering system.

2.3. Input Integral

For any transmission line input, the electric field can be formulated as the sum of the incident and
reflected fields.

TE TM
Einp = Einc + Z [amem (Xa y) + bmem (Xv y)]eXp(ymZ) (19)
m
Einc = einceXp(_yincZ) (20)



whereE; is the incident electric field with unit amplitude:,;]E emaerVI represent the TEMéRE
the TM mode, respectivelg,, andb,, are the reflection coefficients for the TEM/TE and the TM mode,

respectively, ang,, is the propagation constant. With the orthogonality properties of the waveguide
modes (ref. 10), the reflection coefficients are

a, = exp(—ymz)lf e [(E Einc)dx dy (21)

by = exp(—ymz)Q’ e [(E Einc)dx dy (22)

The magnetic field at the waveguide input is given by

1 M 0
Hinp = _joouoﬁh 0% Ejnof (23)

Substitutinga,,, andb,,, in equation (23) and then using equation (23) in equation (7) and integrating
over the feed-line cross sectioreat —L, we can write equation (7) as

2ymcexp(ymCL)£J' T [, .dx dy

_Zym Q’TE& dxdyDDQ’EEE dxdyD

np

+ Z Q T Ee Maix dyDDg E Eé Max dyé (24)
np

2.4. FEM/MoM Matrix Equation

Combining all the integrals given in equations (5)—(7), we can write the system equation for this
problem as

1 2 . o
J’J;J’u—r(D xT) QO x E)dv— Koer'UT (E dv— J(,opol]' (T xA) [H,ds

+Zym QTEE dxdyDD£IE@ dxdyl]

np

—z Q’TEE dxdyDDQ’E[e dxdyD

np

= 2ymcexp(ymCL)£I T [&;, dx dy (25)

IBecause the analysis is assumed to be valid for a generalized feed line, both TEM and TE modes are represented. They need
only be used when applicable.



Substituting the expansion functions BBandT converts this equation into a set of linear equations
to solve for the unknows given in equation (8). The linear equation system to be solved is written in
matrix form as

Ae = b (26)

whereA is a partly sparse (from the FEM) and partly dense (from the MoM and the modal expansion
method) matrixp is the excitation vector, arais the unknown vector to be solved. The biconjugate
gradient algorithm is used with diagonal preconditioning (ref. 14) to solve equation (26) efficiently.
This algorithm also makes use of the symmetry of the matrix to store the matrix effectively.

2.5. Reflection Coefficient and Input Admittance

Solving equation (25) and using equations (21) and (22), we can obtain the reflection coefficients of
any waveguide mode:

r=ayorl =b, (27)

The input admittance is then calculated as

Y, = Y (28)

whereY,, is the characteristic admittance of the feed transmission line.

2.6. Far Field With Infinite Ground Plane

Once the electric field in the aperture is known, using equation (13) for the magnetic current, the
magnetic far field with infinite ground plane can be evaluated directly from the following equation:

jk exp(=jk,r) an An
He(r8,9)| _ = —FOQ—-zm ° g(eeﬂp(p)

ap

M (%, y)exp[ jk,, sin B(x cos@+y sin @)]dx dy (29)

2.7. Application of GTD for Finite Ground Planes

The infinite-ground-plane solution described in the preceding sections yields the field radiated in
the forward direction. This solution is obtained with equation (29). The effect of the finite ground plane
is incorporated by using the compact edge diffraction coefficients (ref. 15) and following the procedure
described in reference 6. The radiation fields are supplemented by the additional field contributions
arising from the diffraction by the edges of the finite ground plane. The diffracted field supplements the
field in the forward region, whereas it accounts totally for the field in the shadow region (behind the
finite ground plane) where the infinite-ground-plane solution gives a zero field.

The geometry of the finite rectangular ground plane is illustrated in figure 1. The midpoints on the
two edges of lengtidV, are given byA andB, respectively. The midpoints on the two edges of leWgth
are given byC andD, respectively. The diffracted fields frofnandB are given by (ref. 6)

pcA

1/2
m} exp(—jk,r)exp(jk,dsind) (30)

d 1 .
He, A= éHeff %j’ g' Oggs(pcA’ E'1’ Wor Bo’ n){

1/2
d 1 , p . . .
Hg g = §Heff Eﬂ g nﬁ)s(pcB, €5 We By, n){—r G +C§CA)} exp(—jKk,r)exp(—jk,dsind) (31)
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for @ polarization, and

1/2
d 1 m , Pca . . .
Ho A= EH(pff %Jl > OBDh(pcA, & Wo By n){—r(r +°pCA)} exp(—jk,r)exp(jk,dsing) (32)

1/2
d 1 s , PcB . . .
for 6 polarization. In the preceding equations,
Wy
Pca = PcB = d= ) (34)
and
51:g+efor0£6sn (35)
gnft_ n
g2 0 for 0<B< 5
&y = %n - (36)
57—9 for §<esn
where
Wo angle of incidence from aperture (source) toward the point of diffraciionB) =
Bo g for normal incidence (ref. 15, p. 811)
n wedge factor (ref. 15, figs. 13—-30)

Similarly, the diffracted fields fron® andD are also calculated by replacipg- = pc.p = d = W,/2.
The detailed expressions for diffraction coefficieBtsandD,, are given by equation (113) of refer-
ence 15. Total diffracted field is given by

q H—|i+ Hg for @ = 0° plane
H™ =04 4
EHC+HD for @ = 90° plane

(37)

The diffracted fields for the= 180 and@= 270 planes can also be calculated in a similar man-
ner. The total radiated far field is given by adding the diffracted field and magnetic far field given in
equation (29); that is,

t d
Hy = Hg +H (38)

The preceding analysis can be easily extended to a circular finite ground plane. If the circular
ground plane is symmetrically excited, the diffracted rays come to a focus in the forward and the rear
axial direction; that is, the axis of symmetry is a caustic of diffracted rays. The GTD field is not valid at
the caustic. However, GTD can be used indirectly to calculate the equivalent edge currents (around the
rim of the ground plane) that radiate in the caustic direction; these edge currents are integrated around
the circular rim to yield the field in the neighborhood of the caustic. The radiated field evaluation is the
same as that described in reference 6.
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3. Numerical and Experimental Results

To validate the present analysis, various numerical examples are considered. As a simple case,
open-ended waveguide structures excited by a dominant mode field and radiating into half space
through an infinite ground plane are analyzed. To study the effect of a finite ground plane, this paper
considers a coaxially fed cavity that excites a coaxial aperture in a finite ground plane. The numerical
data for these cases are compared with earlier published results and the experimental data obtained at
NASA Langley Research Center.

3.1. Apertures in Infinite Ground Plane

3.1.1. Rectangular aperturéd rectangular aperture as shown in figure 2(a) with dimensions
a=4.755 cmb=2.215 cm, and. = 1.9 cm in an infinite ground plane and excited by a rectangular
waveguide loaded with a dielectric plug € 3.76) is considered. The dielectric plug is discretized
using 1230 tetrahedral elements. The air-dielectric interface inside the waveguide is considered as the
input plane. The dominant TEmode is considered to be incident at the plemeLl. The input admit-
tance of this structure is calculated as a function of frequency and plotted in figure 2(b). The numerical
results agree very well with the data presented by Swift (ref. 16).

3.1.2. Circular apertureA circular aperture in an infinite ground plane and excited by a circular
waveguide is considered as a second example. The geometry is shown in figure 3(a). The circular
waveguide of lengtih. = A from the aperture is considered as a circular cavity for FEM discretization.
The waveguide is discretized at a level ofA0.The dominant Tl mode is considered to be incident at
the planez=-L. The input admittance is computed as a function of the radius of the waveguide and
plotted in figure 3(b) along with the numerical data given by Bailey and Swift (ref. 17). The results
computed using the present technique and those of reference 17 agree very well.

3.1.3. Coaxial apertureAs a third example, a coaxial aperture excited by a coaxial line is consid-
ered. The geometry is shown in figure 4(a). Again the coaxial line of leérgth from the aperture is
considered as a coaxial cavity for FEM discretization. The coaxial line is discretized at a levkl of 0.1
Only the dominant TEM mode is considered for both incident and reflected fields in the coaxial feed
line because the higher order modes do not seem to contribute to the final result. (See appendix
section A.3.) The input admittance is computed as a function of frequency and plotted in figure 4(b).
The results are compared with the available data in the literature (ref. 18).

3.2. Apertures in Finite Ground Plane

To verify the validity of the current method when combined with GTD, a coaxial cavity with a finite
ground plane is considered. The geometry of the cavity is shown in figure 5. The cavity is fed by a co-
axial line with the center conductor extending up to the radiating aperture. The cavity volume is dis-
cretized using 4474 tetrahedral elements, resulting in 4904 unknowns. For experimental verification, the
cavity with dimensions as given in figure 5 was fabricated and its input-return loss and radiation pat-
terns as a function of frequency measured. Figure 6 presents the input-return loss computed using the
present method, assuming infinite ground plane, along with the experimental results. The finite ground
plane in this case does not affect the input-return loss properties.

The far-field patterns for the structure shown in figure 5 were calculated with equation (37) for two
frequencies, 5.0 GHz and 9.0 GHz. Figures 7 and 8 show the calculated values along with the experi-
mental data. The good agreement between the calculated results and the experimental data validates the
present analysis. Because the radiation pattern of an antenna depends upon the aperture field, it is useful
to know the tangential electric field at the aperture of the structure (shown in fig. 5). In figures 9 and 10
the tangential electric field at the aperture is plotted for 5.0 GHz and 9.0 GHz, respectively. As
expected, the aperture field deviates from the TEM field distribution as the frequency increases.
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4. Conclusions

A combined finite element method/method of moments/geometrical theory of diffraction (FEM/
MoM/GTD) technique was presented to analyze radiation from cavity-backed apertures with finite
ground planes. Various numerical examples were considered to demonstrate the flexibility and validity
of the method. The numerical data obtained using the present method and the data available in the liter-
ature agree very well. The successful application of the GTD was demonstrated by calculating the radi-
ation patterns of a coaxial cavity with finite ground plane and comparing the theoretical results with the
experimental data. By virtue of the FEM, this combined FEM/MoM/GTD technique is applicable to
arbitrarily shaped cavities filled with inhomogeneous and anisotropic materials. With proper modeling,
microstrip antenna arrays residing in cavities with finite ground planes can be also analyzed. This tech-
nique can also be easily extended to a finite circular ground plane.

NASA Langley Research Center
Hampton, VA 23681-0001
September 6, 1995
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Appendix

Modal Expansions of Feed Structures

For completeness, expressions for the modal expansions of electric fields (eq. (19)) at the input
plane of feed structures are given below, with the incident field given by equation (20).

A.1 Rectangular Waveguide

The cross section of the input plane of the rectangular waveguide is shown in figure Al. The inci-
dent electric field is assumed to be the dominaniyhiode, which is given by

2 [
€inc = 7Y %COSE%XEE
¢ 0 (A1)
.2
Yinc = J /ko_D_TéD E

The reflected electric fields for TE and TM modes are written with moddp, g) as (ref. 10)
TE _ 4T PG, ad g9y, 4 P
en = quXDb %:os[ 3 aﬁ Zasm[ b SH 25

- quy%[%sin[%% + ga CO{%[SI + ga

(pandg=0,1,2, ...;ip=0,q%0;ifq=0,p#0) (A2)

and
™ _ (pT pg , afg.[amg, . b
€m = XAPQDa %OS{ a %H- QESm[ b EH- 25
A (PG, 80 o A, . B
+yApQDb %m[ a %H zacos[ b %’Jr 25
A
Apqpm? m_ﬂaz}- P, ar . d9mg, . b
+va[DaDJrDbD S'n[a%+zaco{b 5/55
(p=0,1,2,3,...0=0,1,2,3,...) (A3)
where
A = €opfoq 1 (Ad)
Pa ~ W
ab fpn? qn?
Ua O [Upd
¢ _m (for p#0)
Op_%l (forp=0)
and
e _m® (for q# 0)
°a” g (forq=0)
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O 2 2 [P n?0

3, - “%82 = - B
Ym = 0O O (A5)
0 e, g & <P, ram? 0

0 DaD Op O Ko 0 g O DbDD

A.2 Circular Waveguide

The cross section of the input plane of the circular waveguide is shown in figure A2. The incident
electric field is assumed to be the dominanj {Tiiode, which is given by

Gne = AuiLB[- £31(k, P)cosa] + ik, ; (K, p)sing] ] (16)
and
Yinc = jm (A7)
where ki = X1 andxj, represents the first zero of the derivative of the Bessel fudgtion

Equation (A9) defineé\;; with p=1 andq = 1. The reflected electric fields for TE and TM modes with
m= (p, q) are given by

e = AplP| 204K, P)cos(an) | + LK, J; (K, P)sin(a)] 3 (A8)
[l O

™ [, N
= qu%p[k (kpp)sm(qq’)]ﬂp[ q(kpp)cos(q(p)}g

B
+ 22 (kg + Yim) I (K,P)siN(a0)] (A9)

wherek;, = XrL andk, = erq (Xpq is thpth zero p=1, 2, ...) of the derivative of the Bessel func-
Cc
tion J, of the first kind of ordeq (q=10, 1, 2, ...)Xpqis thepth zero p = 1, 2, 3, ...) of the Bessel func-

tion Jq of the first kind of ordeq(q =0, 1, 2, ...), and

€
Apq = 7 (1 ) (A10)
n()('p —q%) Ja( Xpq
€ 1
g = [ 1 (AL1)
pa T XpgJg (Xpg)
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O 2 2 0
_%j Ko—K (ko> K)[

2 2
Hlk2 -k (ko<K) O

Ym (A12)

wherek = kb for TE modes and= kp for TM modes.

A.3 Coaxial Line

The cross section of the input plane of the coaxial line is shown in figure A3. The incident electric
field is assumed to be the dominant TEM mode and is given by

~ 1 1
e = === 3 (A13)
o,0
2nInF0
0.0
Yine = 1K (A14)

In a practical feed-line arrangement, the coaxial line is relatively small in diameter and the ampli-
tudes of the higher order coaxial modes that are excited are small. A reasonable approximation is to
assume that only a reflected TEM mode exists in the coaxial line. Hence, in equation (19),

en = b= (A15)
7,0
2nin3-0
010

eV=0 (A16)

Ym = iKg (A7)
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Figure A3. Cross section of coaxial line.
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Finite ground plane
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Figure 1. Geometry of cavity-backed aperture in finite ground plane.
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(a) Rectangular waveguide with dielectric plug radiating into half space.

/ —— Conductance,

i i present method

- v ---- Susceptance,

ol /! present method

/ e  From Swift (ref. 16)

Normalized admittance

5
4.0 45 50 55 6.0
Frequency, GHz

(b) Variation of normalized admittance with frequency for case4.755cm, b=2.215cm,
L=1.9cm, ang, = 3.76.

Figure 2. Rectangular aperture in infinite ground plane.
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Normalized admittance

Input

(a) Circular waveguide with radingadiating into half space.
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(b) Input admittance as function af A for casel = A andg, = 1.0.

Figure 3. Circular aperture in infinite ground plane.
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Normalized admittance
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1.0

Input

(a) Coaxial line with inner radiug and outer radius, radiating into half space.

—— Conductance,
present method
- —-—— Susceptance,
present method
e  From Swift (ref. 18)

Kof1

(b) Input admittance as functionlgjfr; for case,/r; = 1.57,L = A, andg, = 1.0.

Figure 4. Coaxial aperture excited by coaxial line.
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L = 3/8 in.; Outer radius of coaxial cavity = 1 in.; Inner radius of coaxial cavity = 0.0181 in.; cavity
fed by 5@ coaxial line.
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Figure 6. Return loss of coaxial cavity (fig. 5) with frequency.
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(a) Radiation pattern of coaxial cavityg@at 0° and@= 18C.
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(b) Radiation pattern of coaxial cavity@t 90° andg = 270C.

Figure 7. Far-field patterns at 5.0 GHz.
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(a) Radiation pattern of coaxial cavityg@at 0° and@= 18C.
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(b) Radiation pattern of coaxial cavity@t 90° andg = 270C.

Figure 8. Far-field patterns at 9.0 GHz.
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Figure 9. Vector plot of electric field at coaxial-cavity aperture at 5.0 GHz. Amplitudes have been

equalized for clarity of presentation.

Figure 10. Vector plot of electric field at coaxial-cavity aperture at 9.0 GHz. Amplitudes have been

equalized for clarity of presentation.
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